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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: All rejected claims were discussed in detail. Mr. Tridico argued 
about the support of imino groupis generic in the specification. He and Ms. Roark also referred to an species of imino 
alkyl groups in the specification. Support for C3 to C20 rings were also discussed in detail. It is Examiner's position 
that there is no definition and the term is broad. Applicants may limit this group to phenyl or any other group which 
they find the support. Examiner will reconsider if any amendments filed by the applicants. 
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